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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 1/3 1/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. Applicant first argues there are not multiple foreign interfaces. Figure 4 of Okada shows 
a router with three interfaces. Only one can be the home interface, meaning the other two must 
be foreign interfaces. 

3. Applicant second argues the packet is transmitted through the foreign interface, not the 
home interface. The combination of Okada and Shimizu teaches a router using an encapsulating 
cache with a care-of-address. There is no need for a care-of-address if the packet is transmitted 
on the home interface. Additionally, Shimizu discloses in figure 9 encapsulating a packet and 
bypassing a home agent, i.e. transmitting on a foreign link. 

4. Applicant third asks for a reference teaching providing the packet to the output interface 
to be forwarded to the final destination. However the rejection, as pointed out in the arguments, 
does not take official notice of that limitation. The limitation is in fact inherent, as explained in 
the rejection. A packet cannot be forwarded unless it is provided to an output interface. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 
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7. Claim 20 recites the limitation "the notification" in line fifteen. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 5, 7-13, 15-19, and 22-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Okada (US 2002/0012327) in view of Shimizu et al. (US 2002/0009066). 

1 . In regards to claim 1 , Okada discloses a mobile node supporting router in paragraph 155. 
The router is between the mobile node and the host and therefore has a home and foreign 
interface. Paragraphs 150 and 155 and figure 1 1 further disclose that the binding information 
includes an association between the home address and output interface. The packet must be 
provided to the output interface in order to be forwarded to the final destination. Figure 4 of 
Okada shows a router with three interfaces. Only one can be the home interface, meaning the 
other two must be foreign interfaces. 

Okada does not disclose the binding information including the care -of address. 

Shimizu discloses binding information in a foreign interface associating the home address 
and the care -of address in figure 4. Shimizu discloses in figure 9 encapsulating a packet and 
bypassing a home agent, i.e. transmitting on a foreign link 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the care-of 
address, as taught by Shimizu, in the binding information taught by Okada because doing so 
allows for route optimization as taught by Shimizu in paragraph 19. 

2. In regards to claim 4, Okada discloses a lifetime for the binding information in the second 
half of paragraph 150. 

3. In regards to claim 5, the encapsulated packet must travel through the router to reach the 
interface. Such a route may inherently be called a packet transfer route. 

4. In regards to claim 7, Okada discloses an example of the binding information as stored in 
the cache in figure 1 1 . 

5. In regards to claim 8, Okada discloses using Mobile IP. Mobile IP defines sending a 
binding reply packet in response to the binding update packet sent in paragraph 145. The 
binding reply must travel through a route that may be called a packet transfer route. 

6. In regards to claim 9, a binding reply is sent to the originating node. In order for the 
reply to reach the node it must be sent through the correct interface, that interface being the one 
supplied in the encapsulating cache. 

7. In regards to claim 10, Okada discloses the mobile node router of claim 1 wherein when 
the encapsulating cache does not store the binding information of the node upon receiving a 
packet associated with the node, the processor acquires the binding information from a home 
agent. Mobile IP specifies that the home agent always maintains a current binding. Therefore 
the current binding in inherently available from the home agent if it was not stored in the 
encapsulating cache. 

8. Claims 11-13 and 15-19 are inherent within Mobile IP. 
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9. In regards to claim 25, Okada discloses the mobile node router as claimed in claim 1 
wherein the home agent is at least either on the home link or included in the home link interface. 
By definition the home agent must be associated with the home link. 

10. In regards to claim 22, Okada discloses in figure 10 a router, which is situated between 
the home and foreign agents. The router receives the binding messages and maintains the cache 
of binding information instead of the home agent. 

11. In regards to claim 23, Okada discloses using Mobile IP for the binding messages in 
paragraph 145. 

12. In regards to claim 24, Okada discloses the mobile node supporting router as claimed in 
claim 22 wherein when receiving information necessary for updating binding information which 
a binding cache of the home agent stores by the mobile IP message, the processor transmits the 
necessary information to the home agent. Mobile IP specifies that the home agent always 
maintains a current binding. Therefore any binding message must inherently be sent to the home 
agent. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

13. Claims 14 and 21 are allowed. 

14. Claim 20 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 1 12, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KERRI M. ROSE whose telephone number is (571) 272-0542. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday, 7:00 am - 4:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Aung MOE can be reached on (571) 272-73 14. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kerri M Rose/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2616 



/Aung S. Moe/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2616 



